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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-30 are presented for examination. 

Claim Ohjections 

2. Claims 9 and 29 are objected to because of the following informalities: The use of the 
word "if renders the claim an incomplete sentence. For the purposes of this Office Action, 
Examiner assumes the word should be re-written as "is". Appropriate correction is required, 

3. Claim 9 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.75(c), as being of improper dependent form for 
failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is required to cancel 
the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent form, or 
rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. Claim 9 does not further limit the subject matter 
as defined by claim 8, 

4. Claims 16 and 30 are objected to because they are incomplete sentences. Appropriate 
correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C, 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming 
the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 
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6. Claims 2'9 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claims 2'9 recites the limitation "the computer-implemented medium" in the first 
lines of each clam. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in these claims. 

Claim Rejections - 55 USC § loz 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application by 
another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (i), (z), and (4) of section 371(c) of this title before 
the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act of 
1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical Amendments 
Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting directly or indirectly 
from an international application filed before November 29, 2000, Therefore, the prior art 
date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior to the amendment by the 
AIPA (pre-AIPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 



8. Claims i, 2, 4-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Aravamudhan et al (hereinafter Aravamudhan), U.S Patent No. 6,563,919. 
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9. As to claim i, Aravamudhan teaches a computer-readable medium having computer- 
executable components for receiving and distributing a message within a mobile device 
(abstract), comprising: 

a storage component in communication with at least one messaging component and a 
data store, wherein the messaging component communicates with the storage component by 
passing properties of a message to the storage component in a first format, and wherein the 
storage component is configured to translate the properties from the first format to a second 
format and to pass the translated properties to the data store (column 4, lines 45-60, column 
6, line 11 to column 7, line 45 and claims i and 2). 

10. As to claim 2, Aravamudhan teaches a computer-implemented medium, wherein the 
messaging component comprises a mail application (column 3, line 18-24 ai^d column 7, lines 
I4'45)- 

11. As to claim 4, Aravamudhan teaches a computer-implemented medium, wherein the 
messaging component comprises a message transport (column 10, lines 6-10 and claim i). 

12. As to claim 5, Aravamudhan teaches a computer-implemented medium further 
comprising another messaging component that communicates with the at least one 
messaging component and the storage component using the first format (column 7, lines 7-45 
and column 8, line 66 to column 10, line 16). 
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13. As to claim 6, Aravamudhan teaches a computer-implemented medium wherein the 
storage component further comprises at least one handler configured to perform the 
translation of the properties from the first format to the second format (column 6, lines 61-62 
and column 7, lines 27-45). 

14. As to claim 7, Aravamudhan teaches a computer-implemented medium wherein the 
handler is registered to translate a particular type of property, and wherein the storage 
component is makes use of the handler if a property of the message corresponds to the 
particular type of property (column 9, lines 23-40 - wherein the property that triggers the 
translation of the message is the format of said message). 

15. Claims 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as being anticipated by Mosher et al 
(hereinafter Mosher), U.S Patent No. 6,029,143. 

16. As to claim 10, Mosher teaches a a computer-readable medium, having computer 
executable-instructions for performing steps, comprising: 

receiving a request to store a property of a message within a data store, the request 
being in a first format, the data store being configured to store data in a second format, the 
request including data associated with the property (column 5, line 62 to column 6, line 14); 

translating the data associated with the property from the first format into the second 
format (claim 6); and 

storing the data in the data store in the second format (column 6, lines 10-14). 
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17. As to claim 11, Mosher teaches a computer-readable medium, wherein the property 
includes a descriptor that distinguishes the property from other properties (column 6, lines 

49-57)- 

18. As to claim 12, Mosher teaches a computer-readable medium wherein the descriptor 
comprises a property type (column 6, lines 49'57). 

19. As to claim 17, Mosher teaches a computer-readable medium wherein storing the data 
in the data store comprises storing the data in a plurality of tables (column 2, lines 6-21 and 
column 6, lines 49'57 - where each set of ordering data receives its own table). 

20. Claims 10-12 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Kennedy, U.S Patent No, 6,330,589. 

The applied reference has a common assignee with the instant application. Based 
upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior art under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) might be overcome either by a showing 
under 37 CFR 1.132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in the reference was derived 
from the inventor of this application and is thus not the invention "by another," or by an 
appropriate showing under 37 CFR 1.131. 
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21. As to claim 10, Kennedy teaches a computer-readable medium, having computer 
executable-instructions for performing steps, comprising: 

receiving a request to store a property of a message within a data store, the request 
being in a first format, the data store being configured to store data in a second format, the 
request including data associated with the property (column 8, line 49 to column 9, line 45 
and column 11, lines 46-61 and column 12, line 58 to column 13, line 2 - where the fields of the 
message are the properties); 

translating the data associated with the property from the first format into the second 
format (column 9, lines 20-34); and 

storing the data in the data store in the second format (column 9, lines 35-45). 

22. As to claim ii, Kennedy teaches a computer-readable medium, wherein the property 
includes a descriptor that distinguishes the property from other properties (column 12, lines 

64-67). 

23. As to claim 12, Kennedy teaches a computer-readable medium wherein the descriptor 
comprises a property type (column 12, lines 64-67 - where an example for the descriptor is the 
EID field also is the type of the property). 

24. As to claim 17, Kennedy teaches a computer-readable medium wherein storing the 
data in the data store comprises storing the data in a plurality of tables (Figures 6a, 6b and 
column 12, lines 5-27). 
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25. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or 
on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

26. Claims 22, 23 and 25-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Guck, U.S Patent No. 5,848,415. 

27. As to claim 22 Guck teaches a computer-readable medium having computer- 
executable instructions for performing steps, comprising: 

receiving a request to retrieve a property of a message from a data store, the request 
being in a first format, the data store being configured to store data in a second format 
(column 4, lines 52-55 and column 6, lines 25-33); 

retrieving the data from the data store in a second format (column 5, lines 1-9); and 
translating the data associated with the property from the second format into the first 
format (column 4, lines 55-65). 

28. As to claim 23, Guck teaches a computer-readable medium further comprising passing 
the translated data to a component associated with the request (column 11, lines 24-33). 
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29. As to claim 25, Guck teaches a computer-readable medium wherein the property 
includes a descriptor that distinguishes the property from other properties (column 12, lines 
14-15 where the parameter of the file is the descriptor [image/tiff, image/jpeg]). 

30. As to claim 26, Guck teaches a computer-readable medium wherein the descriptor 
comprises a property type (column 12, lines I4'i5). 

31. As to claim 27, Guck teaches a computer-readable medium wherein translating the 
data comprises passing the data to a handler for processing, the handler being associated with 
the descriptor (column 4, lines 48-62). 

32. As to claim 28, Guck teaches a computer-readable medium wherein the handler is 
registered to process data of a type associated with the descriptor (Figure 5 and column 12, 
hnes 43-54)- 

33. As to claim 29, Guck teaches a computer-readable medium wherein the handler is 
further configured to convert the property from the first format into the second format 
(Figure 5 and column 12, lines 43-54). 

34. As to claim 30, Guck teaches a computer-readable medium wherein the handler if 
further configured to translate the property into at least one other property, the at least one 
other property conforming to the second format (Figures 6, 7 and column 12, lines 10-27). 
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Claim Rejections - 55 USC § 103 

35. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

36. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Aravamudhan as 
applied to claim i above, in view of Kennedy (hereinafter Kennedy[2]), U.S Patent No. 
6,134,582.. 

37. Aravamudhan teaches a computer-implemented medium with a messaging 
component but does not teach the messaging component comprising a message form. 

38. Kennedy[2] teaches a computer- implemented medium, wherein the messaging 
component comprises a message form (column 9, lines 50-63 and column 11, lines 23-41). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Aravamudhan's messaging component to include a message form to more 
efficiently organize the message data into fields. 
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39. Claims 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Aravamudhan as applied to claims i and 6 above, in view of Buckley et al (hereinafter 
Buckley) U.S Patent No. 6,035,327. 

40. Buckley was cited by applicant in IDS #5, from March i, 2004. 

41. As to claim 8 and 9, Aravamudhan does not specifically teach a computer 
implemented medium wherein the handler is further configured to create a new property 
from a property passed to the storage component. 

42. Buckley teaches a computer-implemented medium wherein the handler is further 
configured to create a new property from a property passed to the storage component 
(column 10, lines 47-62). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to include the property creation functionality into 
Aravamudhan*s handler to handle any properties of the messages being sent to the data store. 

43. Claims 13-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Mosher as 
applied to claims 10 and 11 above, in view of Aravamudhan. 

44. As to claim 13, Mosher does not teach a computer-readable medium wherein 
translating the data comprises passing the data to a handler for processing, the handler being 
associated with the descriptor. 
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45. Aravamudhan teaches a computer-readable medium wherein translating the data 
comprises passing the data to a handler for processing, the handler being associated with the 
descriptor (column 4, line 45 to column 5, line 7 and column 7, lines 40-42). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include 
the specialized handler in Mosher so the medium is enabled to process different kinds of 
descriptors. 

46. As to claim 14, Mosher does not teach a computer-readable medium wherein the 
handler is registered to process data of a type associated with the descriptor. 

47. Aravamudhan teaches a computer-readable medium wherein the handler is registered 
to process data of a type associated with the descriptor (column 6, lines 61-62 and column 7, 
line 66 to column 8, line 44). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate Aravamudhan's handler into Mosher's 
medium so the data and descriptors can properly be correlated and organized by the handler. 

48. As to claim 15, Mosher teaches a computer-readable medium wherein the handler is 
further configured to convert the property from the first format into the second format 
(column 6, lines 14-17 wherethe computer routines are the handlers and perform the 
translations by checking the properties of the data). 
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49. As to claim 16, Kennedy teaches a computerTeadable medium, wherein the handler if 
further configured to translate the property into at least one other property, the at least one 
other property conforming to the second format (column 6, lines 14-17 and lines 33-57, where 
the second format is the database format, the other property is the database field, and the 
original property is the ordering data). 

50. Claims 18 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kennedy as applied to claim 10 and 17 above, in view of Thurlow et al (hereinafter Thurlow), 
U.S Patent No. 6,057,841. 

51. Thurlow was disclosed by Applicant in IDS #5, dated March i, 2004 . 

52. As to claim 18, Mosher does not teach a computer-readable medium wherein each of 
the plurality of tables corresponds to a message folder. 

53. Thurlow teaches a computer-readable medium wherein each of the plurality of tables 
corresponds to a message folder (Figure 3, column 7, lines 29-58). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Mosher's 
plurality of tables to sync with corresponding message folders so users can utilize a summary 
view of the messages, allowing clearer and more precise viewing. 
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54. As to claim 19, Mosher does not teach a computer-readable medium wherein one of 
the plurality of tables is configured to contain certain properties, and another one of the 
plurality of tables is configured to contain certain other properties. 

55. Thurlow teaches a computer-readable medium wherein one of the plurality of tables 
is configured to contain certain properties, and another one of the plurality of tables is 
configured to contain certain other properties (column 7, lines 29-58 where each folder 
represents a table). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to modify Mosher's plurality of tables to specialize to contain certain 
properties to increase the organizational efficiency of the database. 

56. Claims 20 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being patentable over Kennedy 
as applied to claims 10 and 17 above, in view of Peters et al (hereinafter Peters), U.S Patent 
No. 6,292,795. 

57. As to claim 20, Mosher does not teach a computer-readable medium wherein a table 
within the plurality of tables is configured as an overflow mechanism for another of the 
tables within the plurality of tables. 

58. Peters teaches a computer-readable medium wherein a table within the plurality of 
tables is configured as an overflow mechanism for another of the tables within the plurality 
of tables (column 4, line 51 to column 5, lines 40-56). It would have been obvious to one of 
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ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to implement an overflow table 
in Mosher to manage any extra data from messages whenever the other tables are filled to 
their maximum data capacity. 

59. As to claim 21, Mosher does not teach a computer-readable medium wherein the 
overflow mechanism comprises a file system. 

60. Peters teaches a computer-readable medium wherein the overflow mechanism 
comprises a file system (column 5, lines 3-10 where the directory is the file system). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify the Mosher*s overflow mechanism to utilize a file system to make it easier to 
organize, store and sort the information contained in the overflow mechanism. 

61. Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Guck , as 
applied to claim 22 above, in view of an Official Notice. 

62. Guck teaches a computer-readable medium wherein the data is retrieved from a table 
(column 4, lines 3-23). 

63. Guck des not teach retrieving from at least one table in a plurality of tables. Official 
Notice is taken as it is old and well known in the art that databases can store information in a 
plurality of tables. It would have been obvious one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
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invention was made to include a plurality of tables in Kennedy's database to increase the 
storage efficiency and capacity for storing data. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

The following patent is cited to further show the state of the art in regards to unified 
messaging for mobile devices: 

U.S Patent No. 6,212,550 to Segur. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dohm Chankong whose telephone number is (703)305-8864. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:ooAM - 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (703)305-8498. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Apphcation Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). 
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